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Holding that man was infinitely perfectible, ar^
believing that it was in the power of law to effect
vast and immediate improvements in human nature
and society, they were impatient of any arguments
based upon grounds of national temperament, or
vested interest. Society was rotten at the core,
and it was the duty of France to effect a thorough
revolution. They had an array of first principles
which would do the business, but if the principles
were rigidly applied there would be no place for an
hereditary monarchy in France.

The first French democrats started with an
advantage which in any deliberative assembly is
more precious than numbers. Accepting the pre-
mises which the majority of French intellectual men
accepted, the premises about the Rights of Man and
the sovereignty of the People and so forth, they drew
a strict conclusion against which there was no logical
defence, if once it were admitted that tradition was to
count for nothing and logic for everything in the
control of human affairs. In England extreme opinions
are seldom listened to because English deliberative
assemblies are too stupid or too prudent to believe
that the world is helped forward by strict logical
deductions. But in the Constituent Assembly, the
more extreme an opinion the more logical it was
likely to be and therefore the more cogent. This
might indeed have been otherwise had the founders
of the first revolutionary constitution of France
been privileged to deliberate with shut doors and
in the tranquil atmosphere of the Philadelphia Con-
vention. Had such been their good fortune they
would not indeed have given France a second
Chamber, for they regarded the noble with some